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REMARKS 

Entry of Ms a,,., r^dde*,™ of to appfeto, . ^acd, is 

respectfully requested. 

The mdication of allowable subject matter is gratefully acknowledged. 

It is not believed that the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first or second paragraph apply 
to the presently pending claims because the language objected to in the rejections is no longer 
found in. the claims. 

Furthermore, Applicants do not agree with the enablement Section based on the alleged 
lack of enablement of a projectile that is not "completely" surrounded by the projectile jacket 
Attention is drawn to the specification at page 10, lines 10-12, wherein, in reference to Fig 2 
there is described an opening 6 of the jacket 2 for the hollow tip 5. How can the jacket ' 
"completely" surround the fragmenting and penetrating cores if there is an opening therein? 
Clearly, there is support for such embodiments. 

Claims 47-54, 56-58. 63-64 and 86-88 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §I02(b) for 
allegedly being anticipated by Pejsa. Applicants do not agree with the rejection, and submit that 
the rejection does not apply to any of the presently pending claims. 

Pejsa's projectile is an expanding projectile (col. 1, line 7), but, in contrast, the projectile 
accordmg to the invention is a partial fragmentation projectile. Note that Pejsa's jacket has slits 
allowing for the expansion. The claimed projectile is constructed so that it breaks apart as 
mtended in the target body and the penetrator passes through the target body, while the projectile 
core remains deformed or shattered in the target body (see, e.g., page 2 , lines 1 to 4). The 
invention lies, in part, in a separation of the two cores, wherein upon penetration into the target 
body, the projectile is slowed. At the same time, the projectile core strikes against the penetrator ' 
and is deformed in the latter. Because the projectile core is relatively soft, it deforms so greatly 
or becomes so greatly mushroomed that it remains in the target body. 

Such fragmentation behavior is not taught or suggested by Pejsa. 
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Claims 47-54, 57-58, 63, 65-66 md ^ were 

allegedly being anticipated by Wood a^m,. . , 5 ^ for 

V uoywood. Apphcants respectfully traverse. 

Wood discloses a deformation pn)jMite rH[pandin ^ ^ , ,. 
andCaira „ in which the two ^ do no, acp^afo <L on H £ . ' 

deforms and with it the soft „™ •> ™ j „ ™ e hard OOM 1 

invenhon ea a ^^""^'^^'^^offtectataed 

Claim, 47-52, 54, 56, 58, 65. 66 and 85-88 were rejected nnder .02b for M . „, . ■ 
aobeipatedbyCarter. Apphcanrsrespec,*,,,^. "** 

^.r''' 8 "'^ " " Pn>jWti,e: "™« ° f «- -ft-nose 

controlled expansion ty*^ »/ cn i , o . . 4 ? — 11 POse * 

None of the aforementioned refers ^ow jec(i 
fragmentabon projectf ... The impact on and the penetration int0 . targa body 
presently pend ing claims. 

in view of the foregoing, it is respectfully requested that all 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) rejections 
of the claims be withdrawn. 

Furthermore, it is not believed that Stone overcomes the deficiencies of Pejsa, so the 35 
U.S.C. § 1.03(a) rejection should be withdrawn as well. 

In view of the foregoing, allowance is respectfully requested. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI, L.L.P. 


FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI, L.L.P. 

666 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 1 0 1 03 

(212)318-3148 



i R. Crawford 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 39,155 
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